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point, for it ls all one whether one defines feeling compunction or
talks about feeling compunctlon; the prmkxix point is to feel it.

Similarly, when 8t. Thomas Bays, gullibet in se ipso experiri potest,

the point 18 to have the experience anmsismf cneself. Finally,
to Bx draw the moral, the sentences employed to assign the foundatlion
of reallasm are not premissggs from which realism 1s belng deduced;
they are not topics for debate; they are indlcations ol what one is
to find 1n oneself 1f one wishes to become acquainted wilth the
reality that 1ls the foundation of reallsnm.

Eigxhthly, some readers may feel that the same objection can
be raised agalinst the foundation mf as consclous reality

Eighthly, some reacers may feel that the objection ralsed against
the frundatlon as a set of premlsses can also be raised agalnst the
foundation as & conscious reality. No doubt, the oblection can be
ralsed but, in this case, 1t 1s inefficacious. Conscious reality
1s not eliminated by any amount of argulng. On the contrary, the
argulng will serve only to put you in an embarrassing posltlon;
if, for Iinstance, you claim that you never kad any experlence of
understanding anything whatever or of making & ratlonally necessary
judgement, you imply that your claim 1s neither intelllgent nor

reasonable; and so
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point, for 1t 1s all one whether one defines compunctlon or mbrely
talks about feelling 1lt; the mmiyx polnt 1s to feel it. Simllarly,

when 8t. Thomas says, oullibet in se ipso experiri potest, his

point 1s not & propositional premlss but a preproposliional fact.
¥m assigning

Fipally, to draw the moral, the foundation of realism 1s =ak
nelther a set of premisses from which reallsm ls to be deduced
nor & set of toplce for debats; it 1s a set of indlcations that
may help those interested im to discover in themselves and for-
themselves the foundation..

Eighthly, while the objection raised agelnst the foundatlcon as
a set of premlsses can also be rai#sed agalnst the foundation = as
& consclous reality, stlll in the second case the objectlzn 1s

a mere fallacy. True propositions cannot be grounded on true

propositlions,wkkhrmk because true propositions are not thelr owm

ground. But true propositions can ve grounded on & prepropositlional,

reallty
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Posltively, 1t may be stated by sayling that the foundatlon of
true propositions cannot consist in true proposltions, for then
true propositions would be thelr own foundaton. Negatively, 1t
can be pul In the form of a dilemma. If the foundatlon of realisn
were a set of loglcal premlesces, then the premlsses must be taken
elther in a reallst sense or else in a non—realiﬁt genge. If they
are taken in a re=alilst sense, then the argument begs the gquestion;
one's conecluslon is realist because one's prq&gissea are resalist.
If, on the other hand, the premlsses are taken in a non-reallst
gense, 1f, for instance, they are supposed to refer to a merely
phenomenal world, then necessarlily the conclusion also must refer
to a merely phenomenal world., In that case, of course, the
conclusion would assert reallsm as defined; but the asssrting
would Qggi quallfy the asserted; one's realism would i} amount to
phenomenal
no more than the contention that a phnnmxxmnna%hsubject in a
phenomenal world should carry on as 1f realism were true.
Seventhly, the problem of assigning the foundation of realism 1s
contention

the problem of interlority. Thomes & Kempis is famous for thqnpxmank
that it 1s better to feel compunctlon than to define lt. One might
add that an authsentle definitlion of compunctlon arises from feeling
1t and that, unless one feels 1t, one cannot really grasp what the
authentic

Adefinition means and, much less, can one pass Judcement on its
accuraﬁﬂy. But what 1s true of compunctlon, also is true of
conaciousness In general and in the dliversity of 1lis different
levels; it is no less true of inqulry, of understanding, of formulating
definitions, hypotheses, theories, of reflecting andiﬁeighing gvidence,
of passing judgement, Human cognitional actlivities constitute an
interior world and, unless one attends to it, unless one grows in
understanding of 1t, unless one reaches truth about 1t, then for

one all yropositions about it will be just sounding brass and tinkling

cymbal. In that case one can add to the noise about the foundation of
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the essentialiy pasgilve character of knowing, and the proper meanlng
of the words, real, reallty, realism. On these 1ssues the slightest
concession must never be made, for truth is truth and so must never
be exchanged for error, and fundamental truth cannot be surrendered
without opening the door to total error. Horeover, an apirehension
of egsence does not admit division: notning can be added to it and
nothing can be subtracted from it without destroying it completely;
and once it ls destroyed, then gone too are the self-evidence, the
ramlfying necessitles, and the absolute certitudes that follow from it.
This mythic ldemtification of the symbol wlth the essence of
realism necegsarily impiies an amblvelent attitude towards the
problem of the foundatlon that we outlined in the previxous section
of this paper. On the one hand, it implles & supreme Indifference
to that problem: inguiry may yleld further information on mattersg of
detall, but 1t canmot possibly modlfy the general character of the
golution for that is already known. Why do true propositions exist

and why do they coxrespond to reality? Because we begln by seeing

“reality in some sense of the word, see, and our propositions are

true precisely in the measure that we accurately state preclsely what
we see. That is all there 1s to it and, in general terms, that is
simply 2ll that there can be to lt., The essence of reallism, its

propter guld, its prior, sufflclent, and necessary conditions are

already known, That essential knbwledge can be made more determinate;
but it is absolutely certain that it 1s quite impossible for the
further determinations to modify the generlc plcture already
egstablished; truth cannot contradlct Anmehdm truth. Still, along

with this magnificgnt sense of & securlty with its implication of
indifference, there algo exlsts another wuite different attitudé

that regards with suspicion and hostility any serlous attemut to

determine Jjust what the further details are.
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At least provisionally, then, there ls to be acknowledged the
existxence of a fleld of eritical inaniry. Its purpose will he
the detectlon and the ellimination of mythical elements In accounts
of human knowledpe, of 1lts objlectivity, and of the proper meaning
of the words, real, reality, reallsm. PFinally, thls purpose lis

" %0 pursued not only in an examination of realist philosophles
but algo 1n an examination of non-realist phllosophles. For just
as the self-evident essence, brought to light by the mythlc identi-
ficatlon, can be employed by realists to prove the truth of reallsnm,
so also 1t can be employed by non-realists 1o prove that realism
is false,

This indifference of the essence may seem éurprising, and so 1t
may not be superfluous to note that i1t functlons as a major premlss.
To employ that premiss in proving the truth of reallsm, certain
minor premlsses must be added, namely, that in fact human knowling
1s like seeing, that in fact the objectlvity of human knowlng 1s
a total passivity, that in fact the real 1s to be identlfied with
what aIzt already iz out there walting to be seen. Now Just as
the affirmation of these propositlions as in fact true imples : ‘
implies the affirmatlion of reallism as true, so the denial of

_ the same bropositions implies the rejection of rzalism, In ths
Idﬁ? former case the self-evident essence 1ls an essence that exists,

In the latter case
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